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Response to Office Communication Application/Control Number: 09/9 1 1 ,090 

Statement of the Substance of 05/05/2008 Interview 

The examiner indicated in his communication of 05/12/2008 that the substance of the 
telephone interview of 05/05/2008 must be included in the reply to the last office action. 
This reply was mailed on 05/07/2008 and did not include the substance of the interview. 
However, the 05/07/2008 reply does include amendments to the claims to address the 
issues discussed in the interview. The record of the interview is hereby provided as 
follows: 

• The Applicant conducted an interview with the Examiner on May 5, 2008. 

• We reviewed the office response of 1/8/2008. 

• In section 2 of the last office action my response will cite references in the written 
description to show where the amendments to claims 1 and 1 2 are described. 

• Discussed changes to satisfy sections 5 and 6 of the last office action. I have 
amended claims 1,12, and 14 to fix the insufficient antecedent basis in the claims. 
The words "the image" and "the volatile image" are replaced by "an image" and 
"a volatile image" the first time it is used in the claim. 

• Discussed changes to satisfy section 7 of the last office action. The examiner 
explained that the existing claim language does not have much structure and the 
claim elements do not link well from previous steps. The office response 
submitted on 05/07/2008 includes better structure and claim elements now refer to 
previous steps. 

• Examiner explained that I should focus on the independent claims to remove 
objections rather than focus on the dependent claims. 
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Respectfully submitted, 




Philip Romanik 
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